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R Author's New Method 
LEW (conlider'd in my laſt) of 
determining what can, or 
cannot, be the Reveal'd 
SIRE Will of God, not from 
Fad, but meer Hypothe/is, gave my - 
ſufficient proof of the real intent ane 
deſign of his Scheme. We pretend to 
a divine Revelation : He does not deny 
It. We fay, that this Revelation con- 
| rains ſome Precepts of a Poſitive Na- 
ture: This he will not allow: Why? 
| Becauſe it is inconſiſtent with a certain 
Hypathefi s of his own invention. Ir is 


"i vain to plead, that Thele Precepts 


are plainly and expreſsly laid down; 
that if he will give himſelf che trouble 
1.00; looking into This Revelation, he 

muſt ſee that They are fo. The An- 
ſWer is Short: Divine Revelation is in- 


(a). 
4 capable of ſuch Precepts; and, there | 
fore, we may chooſe which fide of this 
| dilemma we think fir, either to part 
with our Po/tive Duties, or give up 
our Revelation. Here the true Deſign 
of the Author unfolds: itſelf: He is, in 
reality, little -concern'd, whether CHri:- 
tianity enjoins any Duties of a Poſitivfe 
Nature, or no; ſince, either way, the 
Cauſe of Deiſm is effectually TS. 
it does not; it is nothing more than 
VNVatural Religion; If it does, it cannot — 
F be Divine Revelation. ; 
hut, beſides the natural tendency. e — 
= | his Scheme to overthrow Reveal'd Reli- 5 
Zion, he has advanc'd ſeveral Occafional | 
Ob ections to its Credit and Authority ; — 
the moſt material of which I come, 2 - 
in the laſt place, to conſider. And. 
Firſt, He objects to the Nature 9 
its Evidence; which can be but That 
of Probability. * If it be but probable 
( ſays he) that God made any External | 
© Revelation at all, it can be but pro- 
« bable, tho' perhaps not in the fame _ 
degree of Probability, that he made 
„this, or that Revelation.” (þ. 184.) 
„ Where he evidently inſinuates, that the 
Truth of Revelation in general, however 
che degrees of Probability may differ, 
I muſt necellartly, from the nature of 85 


(3) 


its Evidence, be very precarious and n- al 
certain. To take off the force of which "= 
Objection, it will be proper to eee 

a little into the true Nature of Pro- 7 
bability, and its efficacy towards raifing ; 4 


_ conviction in the Mind. 5 * 


It is agreed on all hands, that Pro- 5 
ability is a kind of Evidence mew 
to that of Demonſtration. But them I 
aſſert, that the Difference, or Interval, - | 
between Demonſtration, and the higheſt „ 
degree of Probability, is fo exceedingly 15 
ſmall, that the Conviction ariſing from — 
both is, to all intents and purpoſes, — * 
) Atrong. As, in Computation, a ſmall  _ bh 
Traction may be neglected without af. 4 
fecting the reſult or /um Total; ſo 
* tho' Probability, in its higheſt. deg? = 4 
a falls a little ſhort of Demonſtration, yet e 1 
z³ꝗ the defect ſo inconſiderable, that iet 
egzpuallyß commands the Aſen. EE by 
Mind with Demonſtration oF Again, ͤ 


As, in Painting, it is difficult for the 
 ſkilfulleſt Eye to diftinguiſh the exact 
boundaries of Light and Shade, or of 
two colours inſenſibly diluting and mix- 
Ing with each other; fo is it difficult 
for the ſtrongeſt Imagination exactly to 
diſcern where Probability ends, and De- 
muonſtration begins. To prove this ex- 
PRO; ſelect any t two 2 tions, 19 
kf. - as 
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the one 1590 probable, the other ca- 
pable of demonſtration: for inſtance, 
theſe two; There is ſuch an Iſland as 
Jamaica; and The three Angles of a 
Triangle are equal to two right ones, 
For the Truth of the latter you have 


Euchd's Demonſtration ; for that of the 


former only the concurrent feſtimony of 

numbers, who have ſeen the Ifland. 
= know, whether your conviction of 

the Truth of Both be equal, examine 


your mind, whether it entertains any 


doubt or ſcruple concerning either. If 
it does not; you may be ſure, that the 
Evidence for both, tho' not mathemati= 
cally equal, is yet ſufficient to produce 
an equal Aſent: And you may as wiſe- 
ly, and ſecurely, make a voyage to 
Jamaica, upon the probable Evidence, 
that there is ſuch an 1/land, as proceed ; 
in any Mathematical Enquiries upon the 
. ſtrength of Euclid's Demonſtrations. 


It being true, then, that Probability 7 


may riſe to ſo high a degree, as to be 
of equal force towards commanding the 
. Aſſeent of the mind with Demonſtration 
irſelf; If External Revelation be attend. = 
ed with this high degree of Evidence, 
it i no objection to it, that it can » 
but probable. Where there is ſufficient 
Evidence of the Truth of any . 


to 


($33 


to require more is highly abſurd and 
unreaſonable. 

The Queſtion, then, will be, whe- : 
ther External Revelation be ca pable of 
this high degree of Probability or not. 
If you will believe our Author, it can- 

not; and for this reaſon, becauſe, how- 
ever probable Revelation may appear, 

when it is firſt publiſh'd to the World, 

the Evidence of n 
nually decreaſe; © the very nature of 


its Truth muſt conti- | 


Probability (it ſeems) being ſuch, that, 5 


ee were it only left to Time itſelf, even 
That wou'd wear ir quite out; at leaſt, 
2 if it be true, what Mathematicians 35 

« pretend to demonſtrate, vis. that the 


3 Probability of Facts, depending on 
Human Teſtimony, muſt gradually 


« leflen, in proportion to the diſtance 
«of Time, when they were done.” 


And he adds, „We have a reverend : 
Divine *, who has publiſh'd, as he 


„ thinks, a demonſtration of chis with 
« relation to Facts recorded in Scrip- 


« ture, and has gone ſo far, as to fix 


t «the preciſe time, when All probabi- : 


lity of the Truth of the Hiſtory of 
« Chriſt will be 1 ſpent md. ex 


4 hauſted. (þ. 1 85.) If this be true, 


The Probability of the Goſpel Hiſtory 


* Traps Principia Mathem, Therlogiz ( Chriſt. ED , 
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has been conſtantly decreaſing ever ſince 


ĩts firſt promulgation; and conſequentiy 
We, of this preſent Age, have much 
J, reaſon to 9 in Chriſt, than 
They had, who lived five hundred, or 1 
9 thouſand, years age. ö 


To which I reply, That, When wa 


| fu k of Facts, depending on Human 
5 — we ought to diſtinguiſh be- 
tween the memory of Facts, convey d 
by Oral Tradition from one perſon to | 
another, and That deliver'd down in 
: Hiſtorical Records. The Injury, which 
theſe diſtin kinds of Teſtimony receive 
=" Woo Length of Time is by no means 
eßual. The former may be greatly im- 
pair d, perhaps quite worn out, by it: 
. this is not the caſe of the latter. 1 
It is true, The ſucceſſive Copies of a . 
= Written Teſtimony may have been gra- 
dually corrupted; but how does this 72 „ 
IT. the Probability of the Facts recorded | 
mm it? It may render the knowledge of 
3 85 hos. Facts, with all their Circum- 
ſtances, more difficult | to come at: but, 
Vhere a Paſſage in an Author, relating : 
On matter of | Fad, is clear and intelli- 
A2 bible, without any ſuſpicion of a falſe 
Trading, Why is not the Probability + 
its Truth the /ame now, that it was 


. bundred, or a + an Years ago? 
5 


99) 
Why, Marbematicians have demon- 
4 Aram: the contrary from the Nature 
of Probability; particularly «© A Reve- 
rend Divine * has fix'd the preciſe 
Time, when all probability of « the 
Truth of the Hiſtory of Chriſt will 
be entirely ſpent, and exhauſted But, 
| beſides that the Increaſe and Decreaſe 
of Probability, depending on ſuch a va- 
riety of circumſtances, and thoſe per- 
petually changing, ſeems to me in- 


capable of being reduc'd to Mathena- 


rical Calculation, to Mr. Craig's pre- 


3 rended Demonſtration in particular 1 ob- 5 


. . angle; in which Aa, 2 c, 4 
50 Time; ab, ed, ef, g B, e 


tach Interval; conſequently J. be 


2 Mr. Craig, if 1 Ewa KY WES 65 not * the PO 

. 12 by me) builds his ory pen on the following 5 

5 8 7 
Velocitates Suſpicionis ereſeunt in dupticus ratione 

Temporum. Which he endeavours to prove fr am 4 Tr ri- 


- eg, are the ſeveral Intervals . 


velocities of the Suſpicion at 


the Interval of Time 2 will 
be to that at c as the Square of E. 
Aa tothe Square A. and : 

| fo of the roft. ” 


But the misfirtune. is, that by the ſame 2 „ We car "BY 


Velocity of the Suſpicion at c oe 
e 


demonſtrate the very reverſe. For ſubſtitute the term Pro- 


babilitatis in the rom of Suſpicionis, and the P; "opoſitior. 


20 be Velocitates Probabilitatis creſcunt in ratione du- 


Plicati Temporum. But who does not fee, that this Pro. 


Poſition is quite the reveÞje of the other, and yet che oy 


- ended Pema e way: ä wit? 


Jett, 


(8) 
ject, that if the. Probability of the Hi- 
ory of Chriſt continually. decreaſes, it 
muſt have done ſo from the beginning; 
and conſequently the number of Proſe- 

tytes to Chriſtianity, after the jir/# Propa- 


gators of it were dead, muſt have pro- 
portionably decreas d: Whereas the con- 


trary is true. Its votaries continu'd to 


ilngcreaſe, till the whole Roman Empire 
became Chriſtian. So that, in the caſe 


oc the Goſpel Hiſtory, the Probability of 


it ſhou'd ſeem to have encreasd; every 


- new Acceſſion of Pr oſelytes being r 
additional Proof and Confirmation of its 


Truth. And, therefore, I ſhou'd chuſe "= 
ro illuſtrate the ſubject by the Fall ß 


a Heavy Body, whoſe Velocity encreaſes 
© In proportion to the Time of its Deſcent, F 
Bur, ſuppoſing the Probability of Chriſt's 


entirely ſpent and exhauſted, till the Re- 


cords of it are quite wnintelligible, or 


aduite /off, The former may happen | 


in an Age of Untiver/al Ignorance : but, : 
then, it will not be owing to the Na- 
ture of Probability, The latter, con- 


 fidering the prodigious number of Copies, 
can ſcarce ever happen. The burning 
of a thouſand Alexandrian Libraries 


wou d not avail: nothing leſs can effect 
it, than the | General Conflagration. ES 


5 


(9) 


But, farther to weaken the Authori- 
ty of External Revelation, it is alledg d 
by this Author, that we cannot be cer- 
tain we are not impos d upon: for he 


aſks, « Ought we not to be certain, 
that the firſt Propagators of it cou'd 


«© not be impos d on themſelves, or 
c wou'd not impoſe on others; or, __— 
c other words were infallible and im- 
e peccable?” (þ. 243.) — The reaſon 
why, he hints, oy might be impos'd 
on themſelves, is, becauſe «© numbers 
have taken their. own. reveries for di- 
I Inſpirations”. 
| ſon why they might pol on others 
is taken from ſome Inſtances in Scrip- 
MES: -- itſelf of Inſpir'd perſons as much 
RO. govern'd by their paſſions as other 
emen — Here he inſtances in Abra. 
ams inceſtuous marriage with his Si- 
ſter; David's inhuman Treatment of 
_ Uriah; Solomon's Idolatry, &c. Theſe 


= And the rea- 


Inſtances, he ſays, plainly Shew, that 


< Infpir'd Perſons, whether Prophets, 


* or Apoltles, are ſubject to the fame 


* 0 paſſions, even to dies and ly- 


| * ing, as other men.” —— Nay farther, 
Even, © Suppoſing Apoſtles, and Pro- 


* phets impeccable, as well as infalli- 
„ble, yet what certainty can People 


« have, that thoſe things, which were 
„ * 


. ſlated?” - 


Op 
te taught by them, have been fairhfully 
« convey'd down, for many generations 
© together, by Men, who were far from 
e being infallible, or impeccable? ” — 


Farther till, « Admitting Tradition has. : 


© been a faithful Conveyancer, yet how : 


cc ccan the common people be certain — 
the ee has been faithfully tran- 


ture has been faithfully tranſlated) 


c yet, ſince moſt Texts have vaſtly 1 
ce ried, and ſometimes contrary, inter- 


ee pretations, how can they be confi- 


a Nor is this all; for, 
„ granting even that (that the Scrip- Ee 


e dent, they do not miſtake their mean- | 
e | ing?” PS 0 = = 
nn. ſee he has chown: axaker, in | 


2 ſort of climax, a ſeries of Objections * 
to the credit of divine Revelation. 6 


am ſenſible he will plead, that this is 
done with a view, not of deſtroying 5 


5 5 1 Authority of Reveal d Religion, but | 


of inferring more ſtrongly the uſe of 1 
Reaſon in judging even of Revelation 


itſelf. But the evident deſign of his 8 
Book will not ſuffer us to doubt of 
his particular view in the Objections 


now before us. I ſhall, therefore, di- ” 


ſtinctly review them, and conſider how 0 


far they affect the credit and Authori- — 


; TY. of E xternal Revelation. 


: 


1 . 


As to his gelt Queſtion, © Ought we 
e not to be certain, that the firſt Pro- 


« pagators of it cou d not be impos d 
„on themſelves, or wou'd not impoſe 


on others?” J anſwer, If we 


can be morally certain (and farcher than 
this is neither poſſible, nor neceflary) 
that the firſt Propagators of any Reli- 
gion cou'd not be impos'd on them- 
| ſelves, nor wou'd impoſe on others, 
in that particular Tramſaction, there is 
no neceſſity to ſuppoſe them abſolure- 
ly Infallible, or that they cou'd not 
de impos'd on in any other matter. If 
External Revelation depends on an Hi- 
 feorical Relation of Fats and Doctrine; 
dhe only requiſite Qualifications are Me- 
mory and Fidelity. It muſt be obſery'd, 
that the preſent Queſtion has nothing ; 
to do with the e and manner of 
Hiſtorical Writing, but wholly regards 
the Credit and Authority of the Writer. 


In this view, It is no more neceſſary, 


that an Hiſtorian (and as ſuch they muſt 
be conſider' d) ſhou'd be. Abſolutely In- 
fallible, than that He ſhou'd be Omni- 
potent, If there be the higheſt Probabi- 
lity, that he has given a faithful and 
impartial Account of what He him- 
ſüolf Was a living Witneſs, I ſhou'd look 
7, farther into his Qualifications, mar 


. LL” expect 


(12) 


expect in him the Talents of a con- 15 


ſummate Saunen General, or Mathe- 


matician We ſuppoſe Revelation 
founded upon Fact; and therefore, tho' 


there were ten thouknd Inſtances = 
Enthufiaſm, where People have taken 


their own Reveries for divine Tnſpira- 


-. =." "#00... this-16" no Objection wa Reve- | 
nn thus founded, 1 3 
And, as particular Inſtances at Ex- . 
thufafm are no Arguments why the 


frſt Propagators of External Revelation $ 


might be 7mposd upon themſelves; fo _ 
neither is it any preſumprion they might 1 
- deſign to impoſe on others, that there are 


5 many inſtances, even in Scripture itſelf, 
of © Inſpird Perſons as much povern d - 
” by their paſſions as other Men. The 2 


. Queſtion is, What intereſt cou'd 


ie impoſing upon the world? 
What ſuſpicion is there of Fraud? If | 


1 it can be prov d, that they cou'd have 
no private Views to ſerve; If there is 
no room to ſuſpect a Cheat; to what _ 


purpoſe. this Author's Inſtances ? Be- 
cauſe Abraham married his Siſter, Da. 


vi murther'd Uriah, and J apo- 5 


ſtatiz d from the true God; therefore 


Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John, may e | 


not have given a faithful Account of 
5 the. Life and Actions of a Perſon, with 
| TE whom 


4530 


whom they were cotemporaries and per- 
petually converſant. A pretty conſe- 
quence truly! — Befides, there is no 
reaſon for ſuppoling Abraham, David, 
and Solomon, to have been inſpir d in 
the Senſe, in which we are aſſür'd the 
Apoſtles were: who, after our Saviour 5 


Aſcenſion, receiv d the Holy Ghoſt in 


vifible manner, in order to bring my 
their remembrance what they had heard 
from our Lord's own mouth, and to 
guide them into all Truth; an advan- 
tage, which no Writers of prophane 
Hiſtory ever enjoy d. With theſe This- © 
lifications of Juſt and Impartial li- 
=— ftorians, if They cannot find credit with e 
cour Author, I expect he will give up 
| the moſt authentich Writers of Anti- 
5 quity, and believe as little in Livy, a8 . 


he does in Luke. 


Io the next , x. What _; 
46 « tainty can People have, that theſe 
_ © things, which were taught by them, 

c have been faithfully convey'd down 
for many Generations together by 
Men, who were fer from being infal. 

« lible, or impeccable?” — if he means, 
How can we be ſure we have the ve- 
ry Doctrines of the Firſt Preachers de- 
| liver'd down to us? —I anſwer, We 

5 may have all the Evidence of it, which = 

: oe the 


(4) 
the Nature of the Thing is capable of, 
the higheſt degree of Probability; and 


till it is prov'd, or render'd matter of 


Suſpicion, that We have not, it wou'd 
be abſurd to doubt of it. As to meer 


Human Errors, ſuch as Inaccuractes and 


miſtakes in the tranſcribing, or render- 
ing our of one Language into another 
and the like, I deny not but They may 


| happen thro' Length of Time, and the 5 
many Generations, thro” which a Writs. 


> ten Revelation is to paſs; but it does 
not follow, that the Doctrine of the 


Revelation will be thereby ſpoil +: 5 


e = become different from what it original. — 
EE general Senſe of W 
Author is not to be collected from Jingle | 


= paſſages of his works, but from a com- 
pariſon of the ſeveral. parts with each 


other. And, tho ſome Expreſſions ; 


may be accidentally obſcur d, they may 
receive Light and Explication from 
3 Wc have not ſuffer'd he: 
-- hike Injury. And I doubt not, but the . 


main Dottrines, and moſt - important | 
Points, of the Chriſtian Revelation may 


08 as* fully prov'd from the molt cor- | : 
rupt, as the moſt correc? Copies of the | 


Ne Teſtament. Beſides I will venture 
to ſuggeſt one Argument to the Chri- |} 


8 e Which 1 do not expect 
5 . e 


(5153 


this Author will allow me; which 15, 


that, ſuppoſing a divine Revelation actu- 


ally given to the world, it is agrecable 
to our Notions of the Wiſdom and Good-. 
ne of God to believe he will ſo far 
Providentially interpole, in guarding it 


down to poſterity, as not to ſuffer any 


Errors of conſequence, any Corruption, 


which may deſtroy the 4% gu of the 5 


Revelation, to creep into it. 


To The two laſt Queſtions. wit. 
How can the Common Feapte be 
e certain the Scripture has been faith- _ 

„ fully tranſlated?” — And « How can : 
they be confident they do not mk 
«ſtake its meaning? 9 anſwer, 

They muſt for theſe things depend —_ 

the Skill and Honeſty of others; nor do 

Il. fee any great Inconvenience in this 
more than attends them in the molt. 
important concerns of Human Life. 

In matters of Law they truſt to the 
Able Counſellor, in ſekneſs, r 

Learned Phyſician : : and it wou'd be 
thought ſurely an unreaſonable Objeftion 


” the Sciences of Law and Phyſick, 


ro ſay © How can the common Peo- 

* ple be ſure that the Lawyer will not 
00 endanger their Property inſtead of fe- _ 
«curing it, or the Phyſician ge uh - 
Nor . 


5 alen inead of . - 


r 4 
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it is as impoſſible, that the Common _ 


People ſhou'd, of themſelves, compre- 
hend the meaning of the Scripture in 
its original Languages, as it is, that eve- 


ry Man ſhou'd be a Lawyer, or a Phy- 


5 fcian; And yet, when It is render'd in- 25 


to a Language they do underſtand, and 


when they ſee numbers of unqueſtion d 


5 Honeſty and Integrity, of great Learn- 
ing and Ability, building their Fazth 


0 upon it, and governing their Actions 


-" "Fn Precepts, have they not the great- 1 
eſt moral certainty, that the Scripture 
bas been faithfully tranſlated? and what |} 


can poſſibly induce them to ſuſpect the 


contrary? — As to miſtaking its Senſe, | | 


No Man is accountable to God for 
maoore than He des, or may, underſtand : | 

and ſurely the poſſibility of not under- [= 
1 flanding a Revelation is no objection to 

. its Authority, when it 7s underſtood. 


In the next place, Our Author ſeems 


cd think it derogates from the Per- 


fection and Uſe of Revelation, that its 


Precepts are not ſo. particular, and cir- 


cumflantial, as Thoſe of Natural Reli- 
gion, which extends its Rules to every 


poſſible circumſtance of Human Life. = 


This, he thinks, gives the Religion of 
Nature a great advantage over That of 


Revelation. For Ba CORE. (fays 
„ 5 


(17) 


7 he). the variety of circumſtances Men 


are under, and Thoſe continually 
changing, as well as unforeſeen, it 


eis impoſſible to have Rules laid down 
. any external Revelation for ev'ry 
« Particular Caſe; and therefore there 
< muſt be ſome Standing Rule, diſco- 
_ © yerable by the Light of Nature, to 


ee direct us in all ſuch Caſes.” 80 


bt, according to his own poſition, 2 
All particular Caſes, even under meer 
Natural Religion, muſt be adjuſted, 
| and determin'd, LN ſome General, 
A How, then, does 
this prove the Superiority of the Reli- 
gion of Nature, in the preſent caſe,  _ 
over That of Revelation? Why = 1 


_ Standing, Rule, — — 


not the latter contain ſuch general, 


landing, Rules of Morality, ee 
a ſufficient direction in all particular 
Caſes? For inſtance, Many caſes may 
be pur, in which the Behaviour of 
one Man towards another is not deter- 
min'd by any Poſitive Laws of Society. 
Aſk a Deift, how we are to be govern d 
in ſuch caſes, He will refer you to 
that landing Law of Nature, Do as 


you cou be done unto. But Chriſtians 


e that External Revelation has laid f 
down this very Rule. And, as, in Ma. 


thematical "Reaſoning, - ad e 


( 18) 

is virtually included in the Theorem it 
is deduc'd from, ſo when fuch a Ge- 
neral Rule of Action, as This, is pro- 

pos d by Revelation, every particular ap- 
plication of it is as much a Precept of 
TT Reveal 4 Religion, as of Natural. = 
Our Author's Objections, hitherto, lie 


againſt Revelation in general. We come 
now to thoſe, in which CurIsTI- 


. confider'd as a Particular Re- - 


U velation, is immediately concern'd. 1 
And Theſe are chiefly ſuch as affect the : 


e Circumſtances of this Revelation, or the 


Manner of its Diſpenſation to mankind: 


among which I ſhall ſele& the T fol- 


loving, as affording great Cauſe of Tri- : 
18 Vu to this Author, 5 e 


„ The Firſt 1 is, That . Gypel R Reue 5 
1 lation is a Partial n „ 


71 he 5 cond, Thar it wants 2 


1 The 8 of thele We con- | 
alls of Two parts; Chriſtianity being 


repreſented as a Partial Inſtitution, 


Peirſt, becaufe it was not given to man- 


kind from the beginning 5 Secondly, be- 


N cCauſe, now chat it is ms it 18 not 
N Unive! 2 85 


And © | 


1 
And, firſt, The Goſpel Revelation (I 


mean the Goſpel of Chriſtians, not this 


Author's, which every body knows 


ſtands clear of this objection) The 
CGofpel Revelation, I ſay, is repreſented 
as a Partial Inſtitution, becauſe it was 

not given, to mankind from the begin- 


ug —— This Objection, in our Au- 


 thor's words, ſtands thus. If the De- 
„ ſign of God in communicating any 
„thing of himſelf to Mankind was 
their Happineſs, wou'd not that de- 
8 ſign have oblig d him, who at all 
times alike deſires their Happinek, 
eto have at all times alike communi- 
s cated it to them? If God always 
L acts for the good of his Creatures, 
_ « what reaſon can be aflign'd, why he 
e ſhou'd not from the beginning have 
_ « diſcover'd ſuch things, as make for 
© their good, but defer the doing it 
d to the time of Tiberivs; fince the 
„ ſooner this was done, the gone 


© wou'd his goodneſs appear? Nay, is 


© it conſiſtent with infinite ee e YT 
to hide that for many ages, which 

che knew was as uſeful at firſt to pre- 
c vent, as afterwards it wou'd be to 
« put a ſtop to any thing he diſliked? 

f God acts upon rational mo- 

og tives, muſt not the ſame motives, 
DN EE that 


— 
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* that oblige him to diſcover any ching 


e that's for the good of mankind, have 
« oblig'd him to diſcover N thing, | 


e that is ſo?” P. 393.) 


I have, in part, anſwer' d his: Ob. 


jection already * by obſerving, that a 


divine Revelation is an Aer of Merey, . 
not of Fuftice; conſequently, that there 
may be wile reaſons, which we are un- 

acquainted with, why God defer'd do- 


ing, what he was not oblig'd to do at 


all, to a diſtant period of Time. — 


: The Objection, as it is here ſtated, is 


bu nt upon this prefumption, that the 
_ Chriſtian Revelation was as fit to have 
been communicated from the beginning, — nM 


as at the time, in which it is faid to 
bave actually appear d. and for this 


reaſon, | becauſe it was as uſeful . 
0 prevent, as afterwards it cou d be to 
5 out - * yr to any thing, which God 44 : 
5 Vhed, i, 
"Pls Negative of this Propoſition TR 
(viz. the Impropriety of God's commu- 


— nicating the Chriſtian Revelation fooner) 
zs, perhaps, incapable of being clearly 
prov'd from a bare conſideration of the 


8 N nature of the Revelation itſelf but ſure- 


ly it is incumbent on this Author, if 
the expects the Objection to have any 5 
es Vid. Part. 1. 7. $0: 85 
weight d 


(a) 


weight with the Believers of Revela- 
tion, to demonſtrate the Afirmative,—— 
To a Chriſtian it is ſufficient to prove 
that the Goſpel Revelation was actually _— 

not given till a certain period of . 2 h 
to ſatisfy him that That was the pro- 


pereſt Time. A Deift, perhaps, will 
not allow this N10 £ : but then he muſt 
demonſtrate, that Human Nature was, — 
at all times, equally prepar'd to receive 1 þ 
this Revelation, and that the ſucceſs of {4 


the Goſpel wou'd have been he ſame, 
. in whatever Age of the world it had  _ 
appear'd. If he cannot ſhew this, te 


-.- very reverſe, for ought he knows, may 4 
--, "DE me Truth of the Caſe. Mankind 4 
. might not, at all times, have been equal. - ie rw ol 8 
by diſposd for the reception of a divine -— 4 

| Revelation; and the propagation of a i 
new Religion might poſſibly not hauore 
met with equal ſucceſs in any other ee 
of the World — This is certain, that 0 
Auguſtus, the immediate Predeceſſor VV 
Tiberius, (in whoſe reign Chriſt was born,) 3 

| had eſtabliſn d an uni verſal Peace over = = 
the whole Roman Empire; which, Bo 

f 


doubt, greatly contributed to the mo 
ter and more ſucceſsful Propagation of 
- Goſpel; a circumſtance, which diſ- 
covers to us ſomething of the ooo 
5 of this . fer 10 of Time be- 4 
end . ; 


3 7 — — 
az 2 oe 2 — : — 


(22) 


yond any other for accompliſhing this 


gracious deſign of Providence. Nor 
can we well doubt, that the wiſdom of 
God was determin'd, in its choice of 


This period, by ſomething in the fluctu- 


| ating ſtate and condition of Human 
Nature itſelf (which he cou'd not but 


| foreſee) when we view That < Sad ” 


O Economy of Providence, fo plainly 


be trac'd in the Hiſtory of the Bite, = 
from the Fall of Man to the Appear- on 
aance of the Promisd Seed; and con- 
ſider the gradual Openings of this gra- 


cht deſign in a Succeſſion of Prophecies, 


all pointing to one perſon and one period 
of tame, and all remarkably accompliſh'd 
. And therefore the Juncture of 
- Chrifs appearance in the fleſh is very 


| properly, as well as onphaticalh, rd in 


5 : Scripture The PFullneſs of Time. 5 
But Chriſtianity is not only 1 1 
of Partiality, becauſe it was not given 


to mankind from the beginning; r 


another quarrel againſt it is, that, now 
itt is given, it is not Univerſal; and the 


gracious Author of it is charg'd with 


Cruelty in not beſtowing it gn all his 
creatures equally. For © Can a Being 


abe denominated merciful and good : 
„ Gentleman aſks) Who is fo on- 
1 Iy tc to a Few, but cruel and unmerci- 


Ex 


(23) 


te ful to the reſt? And certainly All the 
« Arguments urg'd from the neceſſities 
of mankind, and the abundant good- 
«neſs of God, will equally prove, that 
« this Revelation, did it teach a New 
Religion, ſhou' d be Univerſal, as that it 
But this 
Queſtion is eaſily anſwer' d by another. 
What right has Human Nature to a 
Revelation at all? What demand have 
we upon God's Juſtice for this Addi- 
tional Light, after having originally 3 
ceiv'd from him ſuch a meaſure of 
5 Reaſon, as wou'd have enabled us, had 
it been duly follow'd, to diſcover, and 
obey, his Will? The Abuſe of our Rea- 
ſen ſure is no Plea for ſuch a Favour. 
. And; therefore, it God thinks proper 
to grant it to one part of his Creatures, 
and not the other; he beſtows on theſe, 
indeed, more than they deſerve, but 
does no Injury thereby to the other. 


« ſhou'd be at all.” P. 401.) 


But we are aſk'd, « What Human 


” Legiſlator, if he found any defect in 
his Laws, and thought it for the good 
of his Subjects to add new Laws, 

 «.zyou'd not promulgate them to all 
his People? Or what Parent wou d 
act after 10 partial a manner, as we _ 

(e ſuppoſe the common Parent of man- 

N t Kind has done? re are theſe 


(24) 

Caſes parallel ? Can any Argument be 
fairly drawn from the nature of civil 
Government, or the direction of a pri- 
Vvate family, to the great concerns of 
Providence in the wonderful economy 
: and Government of the Unver/e 7 
7 what, tho Revelation be not 
univerſal, is this any objection to the 
_ Uſe and Advantage of it, where it is 
| beſtow'd ? — Shall we reject the fa- 

our of God, becauſe others are deſti- 
tute of them? Shall we refuſe to be 


(O briſtians, becauſe the Chineſe are not? 

In ſhort, the whole Objection to Re- 
vVuelation on account of its Partiality WM 
Highly abſurd and unreaſonable: And | 


He, who aſks, Why Revelation was 
- > Het. given ſooner, or why not to all; . 


may with equal reaſon demand, why 
| God did not create the Earth fooner? 


Why, now it is created, ſome parts of it 
are bleſſed with greater fertility than 


_ Others? Why Men differ in degrees and 


treng th of Reaſon? or 77 5 They were 


not All created Angels? £5 
Bur, ſecondly, tho' the conduct of 
EI God may ſtand acquitted of Cruelty 
and Injuſtice in not giving this Reve- 
lation ſooner, and, when given, not to 
all his creatures alike; 3 How ſhall we 


Juſtify his fans in not better ſe- 
5 ſecuring 5 


ven f 


„„ - KS | 
Meaning the good Effects of it in the 


world, in not rendering it effe&ua! to 
the Reformation of mankind, the very 


purpoſe for which we ſuppoſe it gi- 

In this Objection our Author 
greatly riumphes the ſubſtance of which 
I have connected, and thrown together, 
— If Revelation was ab- _ 
I ſolutely neceſſary to recover mankind 
bout of their univerſally degenerate 
_ * and corrupted ſtate, and replace em 
Ain a ſtate ſuitable to the original dig- „ 
c nity and excellency of their nature 

„ muſt not Revelation have hal _ 
es intended effect, and made Chri- 
much more perfect, and 
1 dar than men cou'd poſſibly be 
in times of unavoidable Rob comet 5 


as follows. - 


« ſtjans < 


6. 402.) — And yet 


„What impartial Man, who has 
&« compar d the former and preſent con- 
eee dition of mankind, can think he - 
world much mended, ſince che times 
« of Tiberius, or, tho ever ſo well 
4 vers'd in Church Hiſtory, can, from 
cs the conduct of Chriſtians, find that 
8 they , are arriv'd to any higher ſtate 


«gf perfection, than the reſt of man- 
Kind?“ (p. 404.) — For, 


Alas! we find, that what, in nod 
8 places ow for the Ohriſtian Reli- 
Sl Aion 
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55 « the Heart of man to conceive . 
even in a ſtate of Degeneracy Ind 1 
5 Corruption. (P. n — And * * . 
bein that __- : 
--, - Lhe Corruptions of the Golpet Eo = 
have been more fatal to the Happiness 
of mankind, than all the Superſtitions _ 
ä Pagan World.” 05. 1 9 2 
5 T o which I anſwer, BA 
Firſt, That this Sede, ir there | 
is any thing i in it, lies, not againſt =. 
vielation, but Human Nature: The G, | 
pe may have a Natural Efficacy W 
Form Mankind, and yet it may be in 
dhe power of Free- Agents to defeat its 
Influence, But it is unjuſt to charge 
Ef this want of Effet on the Goſpel itſelf, 


(8) 


ec « ligion has transform'd this ſocial, 

e and benign, creature (Man) into one 

cc fierce and cruel, and made him at 
e with ſuch rage and fury againſt thoſe, 
ho never did or defignd him any 
Injury, as cou'd not have enter'd into 5 


- A /ick Man may refuſe the /alu- 


tary Aſſiſtance of the Phyjician; but 
will you, therefore, ſay The Preſcrip- 
tion wou'd not have been Fectual, had 
dhe Patient comply'd with it? 
Barren foil is no proof, that the en- 
luvening Heat of the Sun, and refreſh- 
ER 8 foo owers s of — have not a No.. 
. 3 tural. 15 


A 


(2 27 „ 9 
tural efficacy to produce the Fruits o 
the Earth. But, Secondly, 

This Objection falls ſhort of the Au- 
ther's Aim. It is founded in the Cor- L 
ruptions of the Goſpel, and lies pro- 
perly, not againſt the Chr;fian Religion 
itſelf, but ſomething which, in 8 1 
Eo places, paſſes for Chriſtianity. —— But 

Why, then, is it produc'd as an Ob- 

jection againſt the Chriſtian Revelation? 


5 
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* 
: | 
6 
| 
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Why muſt the True Religion be revild | 
on account of this Impoſtor in its Bor 
vod Garb and Semblance? We readily  ; 
grant, that Infinite Miſehiefs may arte. MJ 


HR © miſtaken notions of the Goſpel „„ 
Tr Scheme. But what then? Is the Goſpel 
in fault, or thoſe, who miſtake its n= . ö 
. If che bittereſt rage has ſprung 
from, and the moſt ſhocking cruelties been 
acted, on pretence of, Religion, is Chri- ; 
| flianity to blame, which expreſsly com- 
mands us to live peaceably with all men 
and breaths nothing but Brotherly Lowe, = 
and Univerſal Charity? —— Impieties = 
all kinds may have been the Accilen- 
tal, but they were not the Neceſſary, 
Conſequences of ſpreading the Chri- 
1 lian Religion in the world. =, 
But there is, really, no Fugen 
of Truth in this Objection. And I 
will venture to appeal, with the | late . 
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FIR} 

Dr. Clarke, * to any impartial Perſon, in 
the leaſt acquainted with the Hiſtory 
of Mankind, Whether the Teſtimony of 
Chriſt — concerning the Immortality of 
the Soul, and the rewards and puniſhments 

of a future State, have not had (notwith- 


landing all the corruptions of Chriftianity) 


viſibly, in experience and ect, a greater 
and more powerful Influence upon the Lives 


and Actions of men, than the reaſoning 
of all the Philoſophers, that ever were 
in the world. Whether in Chriſtian 
Countries (at. leaſt where Chriſtianity is 


1 5 profeſs d in any tolerable degree of Puri- 


1 the generality, even of the meaner 
and moſt vulgar and ignorant people, have 
not truer and worthier notions of God, 


more juſt and right apprehenſions concern- 


ing his Attributes and Perfections, 4 | 


Ae Sen uſe of the difference of Grad | 
and Evil, a greater regard to moral OB 


I gations, and to the plain and moſt ne- | 


ceſſary duties , Life, and a more fir: 


and univerſal expettation of a future fate, I 


5 of rewards and puniſhments ; than, in 
any Heathen Country, any confilerable 


number of men were ever found to habe. 
Right Principles have a natural E- 
 cacy to produce Right Action; and tho 


5 Ido not deny, but Men may ſometimes 5 


Bs | Evidences of Net. end Rev. Ret. p. ie 
act 


9 


act right. upon Wrong Principles, yet 
as theſe can never have a natural ten- 


dency to regulate the Actions of Man- 


kind, this can but be accidental. It is 

as abſurd in Theory, as it is falſe in Fad, 

to ſuppoſe, that wrong Apprehenſions 

of God and his Attributes, with but a 

faint and doubtful Expedtation of a fu- 

ture State of Rewards and Puniſhments, 

ſhou'd operate as powerfully and uni- 

verſally on the minds of Men, as Fuſt 
Notions of the Deity, together with a 
full Aſſurance of another Life. Now, 

If this reaſoning be juſt, Human Na- 
ture muſt have been, in ſome degree, 
mended, by the coming in of the /, . 

bel. And whoever is well versd in 
Church Hiſtory (contrary to our Author's 
e Aſſertion) will ſee this Truth illuſtrated 
buy Fact in the Exemplary Lives of the 
3 Firſt Chriſtans in general. Nor were 
che good Effects of the Goſpel. con- 
i'd to the early Ages of the Church. 
Wherever it has been ſince propagated, 
it has carry d its influence along with 
it, tho” perhaps not in ſo eminent a de- 
gree: in proof of which we need only _ 
compare thoſe Countries, where the 


Chriſtian Religion at preſent flouriſhes, 


With thoſe ſtill under the darkneſs of. --- 
1 85 1 Error, and Soperſtition; and, ifi 
5 b „ 
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” (30) 
it appears, chac the Sentiments and Man. 


ers of men are infinitely more rational 
in the former, than in the latter, we 


ſhall have a demonſtration againſt our 


Autbor, and a full proof, that the Chri- 
tian Religion, tho perhaps its Succeſs 
may not have born a juſt porportion to 

Its excellence, is yet far from being 

wholly Tneffettual, and has actually had 
2 conſiderable influence towards _— 


„ i forming. mankind. 


Theſe are the moſt: ei Ob- = 


tions, which this Author has occa- = 
=Sz urg d againſt the credit and Au- 


tbority of the Chriſtian Revelation — Its 


: f 1 P artiality, and Want of Effect Dat go 5 c I 
von, in the laſt place, to conſider his 


N Treatment of the Scripture, thoſe Sa- | 


cred W 8 in which this Revelation 


zs contain'd 


my deſign to enter upon a compleat = 


_ Vindication of Scripture from the many 
and groundleſs Cavils of this Author, 
1 ſhall ſele but a Few of the more 


1 remarkable Inſtances of this kind, and 


leave the Reader to ous of the reſt 
from this Specimen. — 

Among the numerous Objedtions: of 8 

this Author to the Hiſtory of the Old © 


= - eftament, That, which gives him moſt 


= offence, is The Account of the Jews = 


42 ipeting . 


And here, in it is not 


(31 


tirpating the Gee « This ſtory | 

(he ſays) has given great advantage to 
2X the Enemies of our Religon, who re- 
c preſent the whole as an unparalleV'd 
piece of Injuſtice and Cruelty,” — And 
che Injuſtice and Cruelty of it (it ſeems) 

_ conſiſts in the 1/raelites © invading, and 

<« that too without any declaration of 


War, the Canaanites, a free and in- 


8 dependent Nation, and againſt whom 

They had not the leaſt cauſe of com- _ 
pPplaint, and, on pretence of their be- 
| 1p Idolaters, deftroying not only te 
Men and the Women, but Infants in- 
I. capable of Idolatry, or any other | 
| Ecrime.” (vid. Þ 27%, $72, Ve of 
It will be in vain to plead, that the 15 
F7 Yew: in this whole tranſaction, - ated 
dy the expreſs command of God. Our 
| Author has enter'd his Caveat againſt = 
| this Pla, by aſſuring us, that « Such a 

os command is pleaded in vain, unleſs 
1 jt can be ſhewn, that the Thing com- 

* manded is not ineonſiſtent with the 
Law of Nature; which if God can 
e diſpenſe with in one caſe, he may in 

_ « all; nor cou'd his wiſdom, then, pre- 
2 ſcribe any certain Rule of Conduct | 
« either for himſelf or his Creatures; 
A but all wou'd depend on an un- 
« certain, e TY Will RE 
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05 : Þ 
Nay he FOR that No man can be 
« as certain he had any ſuch Poſitive 
„ Command from God, as he muſt be 
s that God had forbid it him vy the 
cc Light of- Nature. 17 8 . | 
This is, indeed, a haves. charge | 


1 the Scriptures of the Old Tefta- . 
nent, as it accuſes them of counterfeit= 
ing che ſeal of Heaven, and Stamping 


the Authority of God himſelf” upon the 
wile N. Action any People cou d be guilty 
of, Let us try, then, if we cannot 


0 clear the /fory, now before us, from this = 


; Imputation of a Religious Forg ery; by 


ſhewing, that it is very conſiſtent ro 


ſuppoſe God might iſſue out ſuch a 


command, and conſequently highly pro- 5 


5 per the Jeuos ſhou'd obey it. And : 
In order to ſhew this, I obſerve, that 5 
. che Nature of All Actions whatever is 


abſolutely determin'd by their Tendency; 
and that they are really Good or Bad, 


zLãs the Conſequences, which do, or may, 
flow from them, are of one or 'tother 


kind. For what is it, that conſtitutes 


= the nature of Right 0 Wrong, with 


regard to Human Actions, but their Pro- 
pPriety or Impropriety to produce the Bo: © 
zꝛieral Happineſs of Mankind? — In the 
next place, do not Circumſtances great- 
7 ly wy the nature of Actions, and ren- 
der 


. 


| 
der That, at one time, fit and Proper 18 | 
be done, which, at nter time, and 5 - 
under other circumſtances, wou'd be che "i 
3 


contrary? —— Let me, therefore, ail: 
this Author, whether an Aclion, which, : 


to the ſhort-/ighted view of Human Un- — 

; derſtanding, which is incapable of di |! 
covering its Whole Tengency, Shall ap- ; 

. pear improper to be done, may not to 
the ſupream Creator of all things, Who l 
ſees its remoteſt conſequences, appear,” wp- 

on the whole, highly Proper to be done; — 
and vice verſd: whence it will eviden t- 

1 5 5 follow, (as much a Paradox as it : 
may ſeem to this Author) that "God © i 
may, conſiſtently with the nature of ß 
Right and Wrong, command. the per for- b 
mance of an Action, which, to Humans 
Prudence, excluſive af” the divine com- e 
mand, cou d not but have appear d „F 
3 be A Wrong Aclin. oO 
. apply this to "hs: prefent 0 55 
5 The diſpoſſe ing of the Canaanites, 1 1 
ſertling the Jews in their country, muſt, ; 
ſetting aſide Revelation, have appear'd a 
to Human Prudence an wnjuſt Proce- 2 
dure; and for this reaſon, becauſe it 9 
was depriving the former of their un- 4 
doqubted Property, and beſtowing it on ' 
the latter, who cou'd have no % . +# 

- Right, and Title to what the Canaanites 5 Wo 

EE a — Were 1 0 


(34) 
were actually in poſeſſion of. But 
might not this Aon appear to the 


Sußpream Being, in a very different 


Light? — Suppoſe the Canaanites to 
have been a very wicked and Idola- 
trous People: the Loſs of their Lives, 


and the Extirpation of their whole Race, . 
might be a proper Puniſhment on chem : 


for their Wickedneſs, and Idolatry.— 


I Here then will be One good Reaſon, . 


: why this Nation might juſtly be treat- 


cd in this ſeemingly barbarous and ih- - 
5 5 human Manner. 


chat the O Economy of Providence, in 


3 preparing the world for the future re- R 
1 ception of the Goſpel, might require, 


that the Fews, whom he had ſelected 
| from the. reſt of m—_— to preſerve : 


ny : Linas 1 in "oh Ld of . Here 


5 will be another Reaſon for diſpoſſeſſing =o 


Suppoſe farther, . | 


he -'C anaanites, whoſe. private Good. a 


cou'd not, conſiſtently with the Wiſdom | | 
"and. Geodneſs. of God, be prefer'd to 


the General Good of Mankind, The 2, 


_ Firſt of theſe Reaſons is exprefily re- 


veal'd in Scripture; and the Jeus are 
repeatedly aſſur'd, that it was not any | 


Mferit of their own, but the TIniquities ” 


of the C anaanites, that were the cauſe 


„ cheir lf. The latter may be ” 


" -” 


(35). 


; ſtrongly. infer d from che whole Series 
of the Fewiſh Hiſtory. h 
Thus far, then, I think we are ; lick : 
as to the Propriety of the meer Aion 


-— (he Dipoſſe ing of the Canaanites) Stript — 

bof all its circumſtances, and manner of — 
WM being perform'd. — The only reman- 
ing Difficulty is concerning Ww 
 thod, in which this Event was brought 5 
about, and the Aﬀors concern'd in it. 
To theſe our Author can by no means 3 

E be reconcil'd. The Fi of a © ; 
While People, even Thoſe, who cou'd not 
Aieſerve it, and that too by the Hands Dy 8 
3 another People, whom they had-ne- 4 
ver znjurd, ſeems to Him fo ſhocking | 
| a procedure, that He cannot help j A 
ing with the Enemies of our Religion in 1 
My —_— the whole Tranſaction ass ö 
cM —oabaand 4 Piece Y Cy and In. Ms, f 


There are Two Things in the * : 
1 of this Event, which give him 

met offence; The Extirpation of the 

5 Whole People, even Infants, who cou'd 
not partake in the Guilt of their Pa- 


rene —*— b — ——— 7 


F rents; And The Effecting this by the 
Hands of the Jews, without Proveca- 
tion, or Injury receiv'd on their _ 
; "Ha. to the Firſt, 1 obſerve, that 
: In National Calamities it is unreaſon- 
| F 2 „„ able 
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(36) 


FO to expect, that God ſhou'd mi- 
 raculouſly interpoſe in directing it to 
fall only on the Guilty Head. Where 
Plague or Famine afflict a People, The 
| Good and the Bad are alike involvd 
in the general Calamity ; ; and 1 be- 
lieve no reaſonable Man ever ob- 
jected to Providence on that account 


But, farther, it ought to be con- 


5 ſider d, chat what was a Puniſhment to 
-- "he- Tiolatrons Parent, was, in reality, 
2 Bleſf ng to the yet Innocent Child, in 
1 preventing, by death, that ate of * 1 
pPiety, into which the Prejudice of Edu- 
cation, and a vicious Example, might 
dotherwiſe have plung' d it. — But a 
Future State ſets this matter quite Gear; 
ſince it can be no Ixjury to a Crea- 
lure, to be depriv'd of a Short, and 
5 perhaps a miſerable, Life, and be e 
cCompenc'd for the Loſs with an infinite- 
* Happy, and Immortal Exiſtence. 


But why muſt the 7 Jeros be the " Aftars 5 


in this Tragedy; a People whom the 
Canaanites had never injur'd?— — God 
has a thouſand ways — 
„ing wicked Nations — without com- 
c manding Men to do any thing con- 


of puniſh- _ : 


« trary to the Laws of Nature.” - 


Plague, or Famine, wou'd have executed 


5 dhe divine Vegan” as rac and 
1 EE 


: 1 y 
a ſav'd the Jews the Guilt of ſo unlawful 
an Invaſion.. 


I reply, chat the Jes were nothing 
more than Inſiruments in the Hands of 


Providence in this whole Tranſaction. 


God had determin d to puniſh this Peo- 
ple by an Utter Extirpation; and ſure- 
ly He was at Liberty to make uſe of 


what Means he thought it. No! you 
will fay — not ſuch means as break 
in upon the Laws of Nature. But let 
me aſk you, Why is it unlawful for 
one Nation to invade another, without 
Provocation, or Injury receiv d? vou 
mamuſt anſwer, Becauſe the Peqple inua- 
an wall: chereby ſuffer in their Lives 
and Properties, to which they have as 
| good a natural Right, as the Invaders 
ttmemſelves have to their own Lives and 
1 Properties. But this is not the Caſe at 


reſent. The Canaanites, before the 


| Jewiſh Twoafim, had forfeited, by Guilt, = 


their Lives and Properties to God, and 


the Jeus were only Inſtrumental in in- . 
fllicting that Puniſhment upon them, 
Which God had before determin'd they © 
ſmou'd undergo, The Equity of this 
Procedure may be illuſtrated by. a fa- 
miliar Caſe. It is in general contrary 
to the Law of Nature, that One Man 
: ſhou'd cake away the Life of another : . 


4% 5 · * — A a 4-7 —— 4 


. (8) 
yer, if 1 for feit my Life to the Society, 


The Executioner, who takes it, does not 


offend againſt the Law of Nature. 
The YJews were but Executioners of the 
drvine Vengeance on a Wicked and 1 do- : 
datrous Generation. 
Blut there is another Objection eilt 
dhe Fews being concern d in this tranſ- 
action. They were © the moſt impro- 
per people to convince the world, that 


4 they did not act out of a private In- 


r xereft, but purely to execute God's _ 
Vengeance on an Idolatrous Nation.” 
For, Wou'd God, in ſuch a caſe, 


4 « chooſe a people as prone to Ido- ” 
: E 1 as the Canaanites themſelves? 


I anſwer, They were, Upon that 


5 very account, the more fit to be em- ö 
ploy'd in puniſhing the Canaanite; 


| fince the fight and remembrance of 


ſuch a /ignal Act of divine vengeance g 


on an Idolatrous Nation, was a proper 
5 preſervati ve to themſelves againſt relap- 
- _ into the ſame Crime, . 
| Bur we are not to come off ſo eaſi- : 
ly: There is ſtill a notable Argument | 
- behind, to prove that the Mraelites had 


- right to invade the Canaanites; and 


that is, © becauſe the Canaanites had a 
right to defend themſelves ; which, 
7 according $ to our AT; « « ſuppoſing 
1 'two 5 


(39) 


& two oppoſite rights at the ſame time, | 
«a right in the Jeus, by Revelation, 
e to take away the Lives of the Cams- 
e antes, and a right in the Canaanites, 
_ © by che LW of Nature, to defend 
e To which I anſwer, 
that the Jews had juſt ſuch a right to 
take away the Lives of the Canaanites, 


as an Executioner, authoriz d by any _ 


Government, has to take away the 5 


Life of a Malgfaclor, who has forfeited = 


it by ſentence of the Law; And the 


| Canaanites had juſt fuch a right of =: 
Fending their Lives, as a condemm d — 
 minal has to eſcape, if he can, from — 


. the Hand of Juſtice. 


What has been advanc'd i is, 1 hope, : 


. ſulfcient to vindicate the Conduct of 


the Fes 1 in driving out the Canaanites, 


and to ſhew, that they did nothing, in — 


this whole tranſaction, mconfiftent with 
the Law of Nature. Nor will it avail 
dur Author to plead, that No Man 
(can be as certain he had any fuch 
Poſitive Command from God, as he 


I e muſt be that God had forbid it him 
e by the Light of Nature. For by 


What authority will you aſſert, chat 
-God cannot afford men equal degrees - 
oda in whatever manner he thinks 
"Boe to > reveal 8: wil, whether 2 5 
„ 


(49) 
the Light of Nature, or immediate Re- 
velation? 


. Objection, vou ſee, lies againſt — 
che Credit of the Sacred ſtory of the 

Old Teſtament, Let us go on to ex- 

amine whether the Scriptures of the 


New have met with a more favourable 


reception at this Gentleman's Hands. 


= And here I ſhall ſelect the Two fol- z 


- lowing Objettions. 


The Firſt lies againſt the Parabob- ” 


cal flyle of the Goſpel, and the ſeeming 
Reaſon aſſign d for it by our Saviow 

e himſelf. Is not (ſays this Author) 
5 New Teſtament full of Parables; 


„„ nay is it not ſaid, that without a Pa- 


7a rable Feſus pale not to the multitude; 


«and for this remarkable Reaſon, that 5 


7 . * ſeeing they might ſee and not perceive, 


and hearing. they might hear and not 


C underſtand; teſt at any time they ſhou'd 
4 be converted, and their fins ſhoud be 
py cc forgiven * e e (p- 332.) Where . 
He wou'd perſuade us, that the true 
reaſon why Jeſs made uſe of Parables, 


was, by his own confeſſion, that his : 


a h | Deftrine might F114 be underſtood. 


If this Gentleman had carefully con- 
fider'd the Paſſage of Scripture, upon 
which he founds this Objection, he - 


3 muſt have ſeen his miſtake. Bs read 


(Mark 


in) 
(Mark. 441, 12.) And he ſaid unto ; 
them, Unto you it is given to know the | 
myſtery of the Kingdom of Ged; but un 
to them that are without 4% theſe things | 
are done in parables; That ſeeing they . 
may fee and not perceive, &c. —— And, — _ 
at the 34th verſe, ——aoithout a parable = 
pale he not unto them: and, when they 
were alone, be expounded all things to his 
Diſciples, —— Here are evidently /wo 
ſorts of perſons, to whom our Saviour's _ 
Doctrine was deliver'd, Them, that _ 
were without, and his Difeit "0 — 
the former he addreſsd hinlelf! in pa- — l 
Tables, but expounded all things to te 
| latter. By the deſcription Them that 
art without, Our Lord undoubtedly . 
meant the Generality of his Auditors, 
who were greatly prejulic'd againſt his = 
_ doctrine, and theſe, he con'd not but 4 
foreknow, wou'd have rejected it, tho |} 
erer fo plainly and intelligibly deliver'd. 5 
> Grotins, accordingly, upon the place 
interprets vs bs (them that are with. 
out,) Illis, qui audiebant quidem C aan . 
ſed not 40 ſcendæ pietatis animo It 
Was therefore equal to ſuch people, whe- SE 
ther our Saviour's Doctrines were ä 
| liverd in parables, or not. They „„ 
no right to a full Instruction in the m. 
N f the Je K. ngdom . Cod, as not 
W being 5 


1 


being diſposd to receive and embrace | 


them. And therefore the Expreſſion 
immediately following, 3 ivas CM, SCC. 
that ſecing they may ſee, and not perceive, 


Kc. carries indeed the reaſon of our 


Saviour's conduct towards them, but a 
reaſon founded in themſelves, in their 


oon olſtinate diſpoſition and haraneſs of 


Heart. Nor is this conſtruction un- 
_ uſual with the Penmen of the New 


Tehlament, as may be ſhewn from ma- 


ny parallel expreflions, particularly Mat. 
23. 34, 35. Wherefore behold T ſend un- 
T0 you Prophets and Wiſe Men, and ſome 


3 "them 3 e ſhall kill, and crucify, and | 


ſome of” en ſhall ye ſcourge. in your : 
uagogues, and perſecute them from ” Ro. 


- ©: city ;- That upon you may come (asse 
= 0 U vues tabn) all the righteous Blood ſpilt 


pon the Earth, from the Blood of righ- 


 teous Abel unto the blood of Zacharias 


n of Barachias, whom ye flew between 
be Temple and the Altar, Where it 
cannot be meant, that our Saviour 


wou'd ſend Prophets and wiſe Men to 
them only with a view of drawing 
down the divine vengeance upon them. 


No! It only declares the Event or Con- 


1 5 DF of their rang them in che 1 


manner deſcrib d. 


(43) 


The other Objection is, that he Scrip- 
tural and Philoſophical Account of Na- 


tural J. hings ſeldom agrees; as an In- 


ſtance of which he tells us, CV. 209.) 
There is ſcarce a Country-Man fo 
ignorant, as not to know, that, if he 

« Seed, thrown into the Earth, is kill'd 

e by drought, or dies by any other Ac- 


« cident, it never riſes; but St. Paul 
OM fays 7. hou Fool, that which thou ſorveſt 


16 not quicken d, except t die. Xt. Cor. 
1 36.) — And our Saviour him- 


«ſelf ſays, Except a corn of wheat „ 


= into the ground, and die, it abideth : 
5 alone; but if it die, it bringeth forth 1 55 


= MM much fruit.” (Job. 12, 24.) — Haſt ; 


thou appeal'd unto. the. Country-man, 


. Unto the Countryman Thou 
ſhalt go. He will tell you, that the 
External Part, or Outward Coat, of the 


Seed muſt rot, before the ſeed. can ſpring 


B up, and bring forth /ruit, This was 


5 always ſo well known a piece of Na- 


fural Philoſophy, that St. Paul might . 


Z very well expreſs the Whole for the 


Part, without any danger of lg 
miſunderſtood. 


- When A Friend of © 


; | Neighbour is Laried. Do we not fay, 
The Man is dead, tho' but a Part of 
the Human Compoſition rots in the Grave. : : 


= And this 3 to us che propriety. 
: =—_— and | 
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and elegance of the fimilitude. For as 
the Shell or Coat of the Seed dies be- 
fore it is quicken'd, ſo the Body myſt 
offer death, before the Whole Man Fiſes 
Z to Immortal Life. 


To theſe Objections 1 ſhall only n 


chi Author's Novel Hypotheſis concern- 
ing the Extent of Chriff's commiſſion, = 
Which he has thought fit to limit, and 
confine to but a Part of Mankind. 
His Proof of it is admirable. © e 
„ (he tells us) does not ſay, he was ſent 
e to all IHael, but lo the loft Sheep of 
 « the Houſe of Iſrael. And his Parable 
l about the 7% Sheep plainly ſuppos d 
All were not loſt. And when it was 
. S 00 objected to him, that he kept com- 


* pany with Inner, he owns the Charge, 


- « and fays, The whole need not 2 Phy- 8 
ſician but They that are Sick; which 
wou'd have been an improper an- 
„ ſwer, if he thought that all ſtood in 

« need of him and his Spiritual Phyfick. 
And, to confirm this he adds, [ am 
not come to call the Righteous, but Sin- 5 
ners to repentance. Which is dividing 
„ mankind into two parts, The Whole 


et or Righiteois, and The Sick or Sin- 


e ners; and that his buſineſs was whol- 
+ M «Jy. with the latter.” — And he adds, | 
- $6 The not © obſerving chis diſtinction has 


1 been 


1 


e been the cauſe of many Py and 
& uncharitable miſtakes; and 'tis ſome- 


s yhat ſtrange, that Jeſus, who beſt 


e knew how far his commiſſion extend- 
«ed, ſhou'd not be credited in this : 

e matter.” (p. 48.) Ce 
I confeſs my ſelf wholly unacquaint- 
ed with this Gentleman's private Cha- 


racter, but think he can have no re- 
ſion to be angry, if I take it for grant= 
cad, that an Author, who has ſuch high 
notions of Morality, is himſelf a Good 

Moral Man. If ſo, does it not follow _ 


: from his own Hypothefis, that Chr 7; 5 


Commiſion extends not to Him. His 
Moral Qualifications, to be ſure, rank > 


him in the jr Claſs or Diviſion of 


T Mankind, The Whole or Righteous —- 1 
--0ne of. the Happy Few, the virtuous 


. Minority, who enjoy ſo perfect a Health 7 | 


of Innocence and Goodneſs, as to ſtand 


3 : in no need of the Spiritual Phyjick of SL 
And therefore upon his 
een Principles, he is unavoidably re- 


the Goſpel. — 


duc d to this dilemma, either to quit 


the Title of A Chriſtian, or That of 


A Moral Man, — Which of the Two 
he will chuſe, is no difficult matter to 


Fuel 
temptuous, Expreſſion — 


Beſides, That  ſneering, con- 
Him and bis 
| Spiritual "RT e nl is a broad Infinu- 


6 ation, „„ 
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(46) 


ation, thar, whatever might be the ge- 
neral Diſeaſe of Human Nature, the 
Remedy, adminiſtred by the Goſpel, is, 


in his opinion, at beſt but a Quack h 
Medicine. | 


It were almoſt trifling to ſpend any 


time in vindicating our Saviour s words 

from the falſe Gloſs here put upon 
them. Every one muſt ſee, that Feſus 
intended to declare, that he came not to 
call a Rrghteous, but a Sinful, WoRLD 
to Repentance; ſuppoſing (as St. Paul 
5 himſelf underſtands the doctrine, Rom. 


5. 12.) that All had Jinned. All Man- 


5 Kind, in a greater or leſs degree, par- 
5 took of the contagion of /in; and con- 
ſcquentiy Al ſtood in need, more or 
 bteſs, of the Salutary 1 887 of the 
. GosreL. 2 5 


The 8 will able. thay Theſe _ 
| Objections to the Goſpel Revelation are 
_ chiefly taken from this Author's 14th 
Chapter, in which he ſets himſelf to 
confute the late Dr. Clarke's excellent 
Diſcourſe of The Unchangeable Obli- 
gation of Natural Religion, and the 
Furth and: Certainty of the Chriſtian 
Revelation; and to ſhew from thence, 
how inconſiſtent foever with the defign of 


that d: eee that l can * a . : 


of -.- 


. | obſcure, and defective. 


(47 ) 
of. n but what is Jounded on the 
| nature and Reaſon of Things. (p. 353) 
In order to which he charges he Detter 

with TInconfiſtency, in firſt deſcribing the 

Religion of Nature as abſolutely Ferſics, 
and its Precepts Plain and intelligible 


to all Men, and afterwards piving up 
tis Hypotheſis, and t it a8 


The Charge 5 
runs thus. Who cou'd expect, after 
« we had been told, that, as Gcd go- 


ce yerns all his own actions by the Eter- 


8. nal Rule of Reaſon, ſo all his ratio- 


e nal Creatures are oblig d to govern _ 


c themſelves in all theirs. by the . 


Eternal Rule: A Rule too, own'd to 
abe ſo plain, that e Reofon of al. 
0 men naturally and necceſſarity ofſe nt 10 
it: Who, I ſay, after theſe, and: 


E 8 number of other ſuch Fxpreffions, 5 


* cou'd imagine that all this ſhou'd be 


3 unſaid, and the utmoſt Art employd 


« to ſhew the Imperfection, Inſuffici- 
L ency, Obſcurity, and Uncertainty, of 
ec the Light of Nature; and that, by 
< reaſon of its many defects, all man- 
© kind were in an unavoidable Stare of 5 
1 corruption? P. 419.) 
It muſt be own'd x 6/2 100 Accounts 
of Natural Religion are very inconſi- 
Vene with each other ; ; but then the 


Incon- 8 5 


(48 J-- 
Tien FPency lis, not in the Doctors 
Scheme, but in this Gentleman's Repre- 
ſentation of it. — Dr. Clarke, after ha- 
ving, with great clearneſs, and Strength 
of Reaſon, demonſtrated, that From the 
Eternal and neceſſary differences of Things 
there naturally and neceſſarily arife cer- 
tain moral Obligations, which are of 
themſelves incumbent on all rational. 
Creatures that the ſame Eternal 
5 Obligations are moreover the expreſs REI 
and Command, of God — and that 
: theſe things are ſo notoriouſly plain and 
elf-evident, that nothing but the extream- 
"of Pupidity of mind, corruption of man- 
ners, or perverſeneſs of Spirit can poſſibly 
make any man entertain the leaſt doubt 
, them. * goes on to ſhew, that 
Though the N 5 and Indi iſpenſableneſs 8 
co all the great and moral obligations of” 
Natural Religion, and alſo the certainty 
of a future ſlate of Rewards and Puniſh-. 
ments, be in general, deducible, even de- 
; monſtrably, by a chain of char and un- 
| deniable reaſoning; yet (in the preſent 
late of the world, by what means foever it 
came originally to be fo corrupted —) ſuch 
is the Careleſſneſs, Inconſiderateneſs, and 
want of Attention, of the greater part 
0 of mankind; Jo many the to and 


* Toi. p. 17 alk : 
a - 


. 
falſe Notions raten up by evil Educa- 
tion; % ſtrong and violent the unreaſon- 


able Luſts, Appetites, and Deſires of 


Senſe; and ſo great the Blindneſs, intro- 
duc d by ſuperſtitious opinions, vicious 
cuſtoms, and debauched practices, thro 
1. world; that very few are able in re= 
ality and a to diſcover theſe things 
clearly for themſekves ; but men have great 


- need of particular Teaching and much _ 


Inſtruction, zo convince them of the Truth, 
and Certainty, and Importance theſe T 


Things; to give them a due Senſe ans 
clear and juſt Apprehenſions concerning 
them, and to bring them ęflectualy to 
a Practice of Je 3 and 2 9 
by 5 neceſſary Duties. * 5 0 
Now Can any 1 TY bp . 


dhan that this Excellent Writer charge 


of Jmperfedtion, and Uncertainty, does 
not lie againſt the Light of Nature, 


but the Powers of Human Reaſen in its 


cCorrupt, degenerate, State? — Does not 


4 Dr. Clarke ſuppoſe, that the moral . 
gations Natural Religion are dedu- 
citble, even demonſtrably, by a Chain of 


clear and undeniable Reaſoning ? — Does 


= he not gs” Mankind with Carele 25 5 


* Prop v. where the Reader 0 WT Wyſe Particular: 1 : 


due 'd at large. EM . 


Ho 
neſs, Inconfiderateneſs, and want: of At 
tention; with Prejudices, and falſe Opi- 
nions, taken up by Evil Ealigarien? 
5 And does he not aſſign this very 


5 Degeneracy as a reaſon, why Few are 


- hls 18 reality and effect 70 « alt theſe 


5 of the Sun? — 


| things clearly for themſelves? — And 
will you {till ſay This is charging the 
Light of Nature with being Defective? 
f our Author does not, or will not, 


ſee > conſiſtency of all his, I cannot | 


help it. However, to aſſiſt his Appre- 
; Fon. hae a little, let us conſider a Pa.. 
rallel caſe. Suppoſe a Race of People, 
Whoſe Faculty of Sz, thro' ſome ge⸗- 
neral cauſe, has been impair d, and ren- 


der'd very deſective. Wou'd you ſay, 


that to charge this people with blind-. 
neſs, and with flumbling. even at Noon- 
day, was to call in queſtion the Light 


What the S/ 8 Light 
| wou'd be to ha people, That The 


Light of Nature is to Mankind in its 
© degenerate condition. And the Doctors 
ſuppoſing Human Reaſon i in this caſe not 
to be a Sufficient Guide, is no more an 


| objection. to the Evidence and Perſpi- 
cuity of Natural Religion, than the ſup- 
poſing this People's Sight Defettive, 
and Inſufficient, wou'd be an Argument 
. Hh 3 chat 


(51 F 

that the Sun did not Shine upon them 
at Noon-day. = 

Thus much 1 chought proper to al- 
ledge in vindication of the late Dr. 
 Clarkes Evidences of Natural and Re- 
veal d Religion againſt this Gentleman's 

Charge of Inconſiſtency* — He owns The 

Dodclor gat immortal Honour by that Dijſ- 


_ courſe: (p. 353.) bur, if His cenſure of 


5 Doctor's Readers. 


it be juſt, this will paſs for no great 
compliment to the underſtanding, und - 
| judgment, of the Generality of the 
And here I take 
leave of this Gentleman, and his ela- 
borate Work, not in the leaſt ſurpriz d, 


1 eee an 5 Who endeavours to 1 


| overthrow the Credit and Authority 1 
the Chriſtian Revelation itſel If, ſhoud 


take ſome pains to decry one of the 


| moſt judicious, and moſt rational, De- 


| _ fences of It, that has DON? ever ap" 
"A But ES 


- omnis_ 


E. labor. „ 


5 It the Brake hs as a fall 15 NT: vindi. 

cation of the Doctor, let him conſult a very Able Writer; 
late Defence of Dr. Clarke” s | Evidences of Natural and | 
| ca — | 


Hs 


A e 
85 * 20 8 
= This Writer's Attempt is Vain. For, 
x Whilſt the Chriſtian Religion holds its 
Eſteem in the Sentiments and practice 
8 of the vet, the moſt Learned, and 
5 moſt Moral, Men, ſo long will Dr. 
C larbe's Book be read with the utmoſt 
© pleaſure, as well as profit, and the high- 
_ eſt Reverence be paid by all true Pro- 
 feſfors of Chriſtianity to the memory of 
Its Learned and 1 . 
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